OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION g2 ®

65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215
(614) 466-0880 B =225

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
- Revised 6/90

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consult the *Instructions for Completion of Project Appiication®
for_assistance in_the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

STREET 138 EAST COURT STREET 4
ROOM 700, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
CITY/ZIP CINCINNATI, OH 45202
PROJECT NAME ROUND BOTTOM ROAD BRIDGE B-0294 = o
PROJECT TYPE BRIDGE REPLACEMENT ] cE
TOTAL COST $_233,755.20 B
(%] -
e
v =3
DISTRICT NUMBER 2 ot =5
COUNTY HAMILTON —_ Mg
= 3

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45284

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

To be completed by the District Committee ONLY
RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: §__210,379.68
FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):
State Issue 2 Disfrict Aliocation — . State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
X Grant State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Loan — Local Transportation Improvement Fund

Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

1.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER
TITLE
STREET

CiTY/ziP
PHONE
FAX

1.3 PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

1.4 PROJECT CONTACT

TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

1.5  DISTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Donald C. Schramm, P.E.-P.S.

Hamilton Countv Fpngineer
138 E. Court Street

00. County Admin. Bldg.
Cincinnati, OH 45202

(513 ) _632 -~ B603
( 513 ) _z23 - 9748

Michael J. Maloney
JHamilton County Auditor

138 F_ Court Street
-Room 304-A, Co. Admin. Bldg.
Lincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) 632 - 8212
( 513 ) 632 - 8722

Steve Mary.P.E.
Bridge Engineer _
138 E. Court Street

Room 700
Cincinnati, OH 25707
(513 ) __632 - B8527.
( 513 )__723 - 9748

Steve Mary, P.E.

Bridge Engineer

138 E. Court Street :
Room 700, Co. Admin. Bldg.
Cincinnati, OH 45202

( 513 ) _g3? - 8527
( 513 ) __723 - 0748

William W. Brayshaw, P.E.-P.S.
_Chief -Deputy Engineer _
223 W, Gélbréith_Rd.'_

Cincinnati, OH 45215 -
( 513 )_261 - 7400
( 513 ) _7861 - 9127




. 2,0 PROJECT INFORMATION

IMPORTANT: If project Is mutfi-urisdictional in nature, information must be consolidated for
completion of this section.

2.1 PROJECT NAME: Round Bottom Road Bridge B-0294

2.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Round Bottom Road between Broadwell Road and Mount Carmel Road.

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Remove existing superstructure.

Reface existing abutments and construct new wingwalls.
Install precast prestressed concrete box beam deck.
Site excavation and embankment.

Channel protection.

Pavement replacement.

. Guardrail installation.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:

Single Span: 41' long
7 - (B21-48) prestressed concrete box beams
28' F/F guardrail

~h U s why —
" x ¢ 8w &

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service
level. If road or bridge project, include ADT, If water or wastewater project,
li_r:c:ludﬁ- %Jrren’r residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per

ousehold.

Current ADT: 2,670
20 year projected ADT: 5,341

2.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital iImprovemenis Report: Priority List;
S-year Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, etc.) Also discuss the number
of temporary and/or fulltime jobs which are likely o be created as a result of
gﬂst Elarojecf. Attach Pages. Refer to accompanying Instructions for further
etail.



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

a)  Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design
3. Construction Supervision
D)  Acquisition Expenses
1. Land
2. Right-of-Way
¢) Construction Costs
d)  Equipment Costs
e) Cther Direct Expenses
1} Contingencies

Q)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

216,440.00

17,315.20

233,755.20

£ > Ly U L > <« L <>

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

x Dollars %

Q) Local In-Kind Contributions $
b) Local Public Revenues § 23,375.52 10
c) Local Private Revenues $
d) Other Public Revenues

1. ODOT S

2. FMHA *§

3. OEPA S

4, OWDA $

5. CDBG S

é. Other S
e) OPWC Funds

1. Grant $210,379.68 90

2. Loan S

3. Loan Assistance $
1) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES $233,755.20 100

if the required local match is to be 100% In-Kind Contributions, list source of funds to be
used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all local share funding sources listed In section 3.2(q)
through 3.4(c). In addition, i funds are coming from sources listed In section

3.2(d), the following Information mus! be attached to this prolect application:

1)  The date funds are avallable;

2)  Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter
Or agency project number. Please Include the name ond
number of the agency contact person.



3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definitions:

Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid item.

Cost ltem - Non-construction costs, including preliminary engineering, final
design, acquisition expenses (land or right-of-way).

Prepald - - Cost ttems (non-construction costs directly related to the project),
pc;id céadc:wr to receipt of fully executed Project Agreement from
OPWC.

Resource Category - Source of funds (see section 3.2).

Verification - Invoice(s) and copies of wamrani(s) used to for prepaid costs,

accompanied by Project Manager’s Cerification (see section 1.4).

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepald ltems shall be attached fo this project application.

COST ITEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COsT
1) $
2) $
3) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID ITEMS s N/A

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This section need only be completed If the Project Is to be funded by $12 funds:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT §_233,755.20 100 %
State lssue 2 Funds for Repair/Replacement $_210,379.68 90
(Not to Exceed 90%)
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $_0.00 0 %
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion $

(Not to Exceed 50%)

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 06/ 10 / 88 09 /30 / 90
4.2 BID PROCESS 03 /06 / 91 03 / 28 [ 91
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 05 /01 /o1 09 /01 / 91




5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION
The Applicant Certifies That:

Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code; (2) that to the best
of his/her knowledge and belief, ail representations that are a part of this
application are true and comect; ) that all official documents ond
commitments of the applicant that are o part of this application have been

IMPORTANT: Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as
defined in this application has not begun, and will not begin, until
a Project Agreement on this project has been Issued by the Ohio
Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary Is evidence that
OPWC funds are not hecessary to complete this project,

IMPORTANT: In the event of @ project cost underrun, applicant understands that
the identified local mateh share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) will
be paid in full foward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed to the funding source from which the project
was financed.

Donald C. Schramm, Hamilton County Engineer

P
rifying Representative (Type Name and itle)

127 M /4
ure/Date Sigred 7 4

N

Appllcant shall chack each of the statements below, confiming that off requlled Information s Included In this

application:

A lve-year Canital improvements Report s required In 144-1-31 of the Ohlo Adminlstrative Coda
uan a twc-year Malnfenonce of [ocoi :":ﬁ'orr Report os required In 144-1-12 of the Ohlo Administrative
Code.

— A registered professional engineer’s estimate of usety ifs o5 required In 184-1-13 of the Ohlo
Adminsitative Code. Estimate shall corttaln engineer’s orgingl ssal and signature.

— A registered professional engineer's estimate of cost as required In 164-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Ohlo
Adminktriative Code. Estimate shall contain engineer's oitginal seal and signaturs,

il A cerfifled copy of the legation by the govemning body of the applicant authortzing a designated

official to submit this application and to execute contracts.
A copy of the cooperation Qgresmant(s) (for projects Involving mere than one subdivision or distict).

—_— YES

= N/A

- YES  Coples of all Involces and wanants for those fems Identifed os "pre-pald® In section 4.4 of this
—L—_ N/A appllcation.



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Infegraiing Committee for District Number 2 Certifies
That:

As the official representative of the District Public Works Integrating Committee,
the undersigned hereby cerfifies: that this application for financial assistance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the Distict Public Works Integrating
Committee; that the project's selection was based enfirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteria and selection methodology
that are fully reflective of and in conformance with Ohio Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohio
Administrative Code; and that the amount of financial assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived in consideration of all other
financial resources available fo the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation criteria, the results of this project’s
ratings- under such criteria are attached to this application.

Donald C. Schramm, Chairman, District #2 Integrating Committee
Cerjifiing Representative (Type Name and Title)

K it - @%W// Y7

Signéture/Date Sigfed 77




AAKILTOH COUNTY BNGINAER'S OfFICR DECEMBZR 1, 1990 PAGE KO, 1
3 TEAR CAPITOL INPROVEMENT PLAM - 195) THROUGE 1935

ESTIMATED FROJECTRD
PROCECT FAKE FRCJECT  TIP LINITS iky COMMENTS  CONTRACYCR TEAR CONSHETART
GALERAITH 2OAD RORD BF COLERATF 0 B.C.H, CORP. §1,300,000.00 1381 SAVAGE-WALXZR TYPE PROJECT:
LAVRERCERUES EB. BRIDSE RT GTEPHRRS 70 SUSPRHSION ER  §500,000.00 1394 KIHG & GAVARIS
DELRI ROAL R0AD EI GREENWELL 10 CORP, §1,500,000.00 1831 JOE ALLEN iPF = REPAIR
EOGHD BITTCH RD. SRIDGE 2 E. OF BROADNELL §200,000,00 1391 SAVAGE-WALEER BB = REPLACEMENT
JEESIP ROAD RORD £l CHEVIDT 10 COLZRAIN §750,000.00 1881 HeGILL, SKITH, PUNSHON NF = MEW CONSTRO:
EAERISON ROAD ROAD BP SHEED T2 MULLEX $300,000.00 1381 JOE ALLER OR RTLOCAT
I XIANI/HRARISON ROAD EI INTERSECTION §400,000,00 1391 BURGESS & KIPLE
RAPID RO ROAD ROAD EI TINTER. 0 X, FERRY §600, 000,00 LTIP 131 I.H.- JOE COTTRILL
STLVED LANE ROAD EI IDNIT G ZORP, §500,000, 60 ESTARLISHMRNT 1931 MMB CONSOLTANTS
PACE ROAD R3AD 81 BR. Y08 Y0 EARRISON §300,000.00 15508 2 1391 JOE ALLEH
LOUGE ROAD ROAD 85 MAGEL 10 ZIGET MILE §400,000.08 1331 TROMAK-TOUNG
WOLFANGLE 20AD EOAD BE RCLOUGE PIXE §500,000.00 138] TRUEAN-TOUNG
RESURFACISS VARIODS 2ORDE B} TVARIOOS COUNTY ROADS §3,000, 000, 20 1951
CLOOGH ROAD BRTDGE RE ¥, OF BERKSHIRE $400,000,00 1991
BANE ROAL BRIDGE BE N. OF CRZET $280,000.08 1991
ROGALTA ROAD BRIDGE RE P LARRERCIBURG §185,000.00 141
VARIOUS KLHIZIPAL B5IDALS BRIDGE 1E LUKP 5O §500,000.00 1991
~RDERSON FERRY RD. RIAD EI SIDEEY IC CRODRSHAKE $430,000.00 1851 BALEE
SPRINGCALE RDAD ECAD II SERSONS 22, T0 PIRPIX $506,000.02 LTIF 1991 1.H.- JERRY CAZSSET
HUJCY CREEE ROAD BRIBGE 8E I DEVIL'S BACKBONE $300,006.0C 1351
FLAINTIZLD 202D ‘ ROAL RF GALERAIH 70 CROSS CODNTT  §321,000.00  :55UE 7 1831 BRRYDSTETTER
SIGRALIZATICH ROAL VW VARIOUS IRTEASECTIONS §250,000.00 1381 I.H. PROJECT
NIEC. GUARSEAIL, FAVINZNT 2022 RE VARIOZE §200,00C.00 1351 1.5, PROJICT
MARKERS & 2IPE ROAD Ri VARIOUS COUNTT ROADS §330,000,00 5 1931 1.H, PROJECT
UKIOK CEMETERT BRIDGE RE E. OF KCETGOMZRY $250,000,00 183)
CLEVES-WARZAW ROAD ROAD EI 0 NEEE, &, FERAY, EBENEZE  §400,000.08 189] JOF ALLEN
EEVIONE RUD ROAD ¥ ERTLGSE CRK IN CONC, BOI  $400,000.00 1931 I, B. - ZOHN BECK
2raEH ZOAD ith1d B KELLIGS 1T BEICHMONT $306,000.0C  I53pE 2 1951 JOF ALLEN
CECIE [OUNTY ALCESE R, loAn I AMSERLET - # RIDSE ROAD §900, 0050 1981 VOOLPER?
HAZZISCR 2IA0 RGAD BT EILBY ROAD INTERSECTION $390,000.00 1391
N-IELVET 23BR ROAL BL CURVT NIDIFICATION §i5,000.00 1931 I, H. - J0Z COTTRILL
dARRISON RCAD ROAD 38 I VBSSELMAN INTERSECTICR  §308,000.00 1931 L., - ROW wOQD
TOTAL 151 1393 $13,011,000.00
CHZVICT ROAD ROAD Bl N, BEHG 70 TALLAAASSEE $150,000,00 HR PELOK
I TIMPER RD2D ROAD E1 SHIDER 10 MOWTGONERY $300,000.00 1992
SIGRALIZKTION 200 E¥ VARIOUS INTERSECTIORS §250,000.00 1992 I.H. PROJECT
HARRISON ROAD BOAD Il DAY FORK 70 COBF. §750,000.00 1592 JOE ALLEY
PIPFIR BCRD ROAD EI SPRING. 10 J. GRAY §150,000.08 1992 BALTE
ADRMS ROAD ROAD EI PIPFIN 70 MILRS $300,000,00 1337 McGILL, SKITH, PUNSHON
BESURFACING VARIONS ROADS iF VARIES §3,000,000.00 1982
TARIOOS MURICIFAL BRIZGRS BRIDGE B Lowp SO 4300, 00, 00 1352
VARIOUS SLIDE RRPAIR ROAD RP LIMF 50K §200,000,00 1592
EXST KEHPEE BT, ROAD IY McEINNEY 1G CDEP, $500,000,00 1582 SAVAGE-WALIER
MISC. GUARDRAIL, PAVENENT ROAL. RE VARIODS $200,000.00 132
MARRERS & FIFE Ol K¥ VARIOUS RORDS-CODNTY WIDE  §350,000.00 1352 L.H. PROJECY
ROLLINS LASE BRIDGE RE ¢ JIVE MILE ROAD 4300, 000.00 1592
EZECHMOKT/TADDISIN INT,  ROAD II INIZRSECTION WIDEN & RERA  §300,000,00 1992
DALY ROAD ROAD 2% COMPTON 0 KEREDITH §158,000,00 1992
MILES BOAD CRD BE  SIDENALL REPAIRS §100, 000,00 1992
PIPEIN ROAD R0AD RE ADAMS YC SPRINGDALE 300,000,600 1532

T0TAL F3E 1992 §8,600,000.00



HRKILTON COURTT EXGIREER'S QFYICE
5 YEMR CAFITCL IMFROVEKENT PLAR

DECEWZER 3, 1990

FAGE HO.

ESTINRTED FROJECTED

FROJECT RAKE PROJECT  TTPE LINITS cos? COMMENTS  CONTRACTOR TEAR CONSULTART
DILHI ROAD R0RD Il 1 NEEB INTERSECTION $100,000.00 1993 I1.H.- J0EN BECK
KIN¥00D ROAD ROAD E1 GALBRAITH 10 C. CO. $500,000.00 1343
GALBRRITH 202D ROAD EX IENWOOD 10 HONT. §200,000.00 1583
W SHARON ROAD ROAD RF HILL TC WINTOR §200,000.00 1853
GRLBRAITH ROAD RORD i COLERRIN TD CHEVIOT §200,000.00 1393
PIPPIN ROAD ROAD AP ADAKS TO SPRIKGDALE $250,000.00 193] McGILL,SMITH, PUNSHOR
CA05% COUNTY BOAD EI 1IDGE - EAST §500, 000,00 1993 WOOLPER?
CORREY/E KEMPER 10AD Il ISTERSACTION §200,000.00 1353 TRUHAN-YOUHG
I XEKPER/SEEDER 10AD EI INTERSECTION §500, 000,80 1933 TROMAY-YOUHS
VARIQUS KUNICIPAL BRIDGIES RI LWP SUM $300,000.90 1993
VARIOOS SLIDE REPAIR ROAD EP LUWP STK §200,000.00 1533
RESURFACING VARIODS R0ADE RP VARTOUS COTKTY ROADS 13,000,000,00 1383
HISC, GUARDAAIL, PAVEMENT
HARZERS & PIRE RCAD R VARIOUS BBS. - CODWTY RID  §350,000,00 1593 T.H. PROJEC?
SIGEALIZRTION RCAR WV VARIONS INTERSECTIONS $230,000.00 1833 1.H, PROJECY

TOTAL P0R 1982 $7,350,000.00
RAFID REY ROAD RCAD El PONTIUE TO MARTINI 300,004, 00 1594 70K GRAHAK
£ XIKPER ROAD ROAD EI 1 HART, T0 SHIDIR $200,000,00 134
LOVELAND RORD 233D EI 3CPZNILL TO LOVELAHD $250,0c0,00 1994 SAVAGE-WALKER
WINTOR ROAD ROAD RF ¥ BENT Y0 GALBRAITH §200,000,00 199
VINTOR RDAD RORD E1 GALBAAITH 70 G HILLS $300,006.00 1594
VARIQUS NUNICIPAL BRIDGES  BRIDGE 2E  LUKP 5OM §1,000,000.00 194
VARIOUS SLIDE REPAIE BGAD 2F LMP St §200,000.00 1994
SIGHALIZATION ROAD §§ VARIOUS IRTEREECTIONS §25c, 000,00 1234 1.H. FROJECT
RESURFACIHG VARIODS ROADE 8F VARIODS CCURTT R0ADS 3,000,000, 0C 1394
NiSC. GUARDRAIL, BAVEMEN?
MARKERS & PIPE ROAD H¥ VARICUS COUNTY RCADS $330,000.00 1834 I.E, PROJECT
HONTGOMERY R0AD ROAD E1 IZWWOOD TG HOSBROGL $325,000.00 19
TOTAL POR 1944 $6,575,000.00

RITTENHOUSE ROAD ROAD EI X1, NEED 10 CLIM? §400,000.00 1955
BOOKER ROAD ROMD RI XICH. AWTHONT TO EACZ ROR  $500,000.00 1355
VEST SHARON ROAD ROAD B NILEL R0AD TO WINTOW RORD  §500,000.00 1995
RESUREACIEG VARIOUS ROADS RF TARIODS COUNTT ROADS §3,000,000,00 1335
MISC. GUARDRALL, PAVIMENT
MARKERS & PIPE ROAD NP VARIOUS COURYT ROADS $350,000.00 1955
FIRLDS - ERTIL ROAD BOAD II KOFIGOMERY - WEST $1,000,000.00 1995
FIELDS - XRTEL ROAD ROAD II MONTGOKERT - EAST $1,000,500.00 15335

ROTE:

TOTAL FOR 1325

§€,730,000.00

WIRS PROJECTS MAT BE ADDED Z0R THE 1382, 1593, 1594 AKD 1995 FISCAL TEARS.

FIGURRS REPRESERT PEOPISID PRCJECTS ARD MAY BE AUTEIRSD IF JOTURE
TIARS T3 REFLECT CEAKGING FORDING REZUTRENENTS.

-
[

PROJECT TYRI:

BF = REPAIR

B1 = EIPAHSTON

AE = RIPLACENINT

AWV = NEW COR3TROC
61 RELOCATI



TWO-YEAR MATNTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT

BAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type: Funding Source:
Rp - Repair L - Local

Ex - Expansion F - Federal

Re - Replacement 5 - State

Nw -~ New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatecd
and % or
Rpl Ex| Re| Nw L | P S Expended

1990 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

I | I
| i | j I
! [ I [ i
I I [ | | i i |
I | | | ! | [ ]
1. 014 Colerain Bridge [ | I X | [ 20 | | 80 |$ 291,425,00
2. Taylor Road Bridges | | | X | | 100 | I | 255,930.00
3. Westwood Northern Blvd. f I [ X | ] 18 | | 82 | 211,803.00
4, Curb Ramp Installations I I I | X | 100 | ! i 80,005.80
5. Murray Avenue | ! | X | | 100 | | | 153,580.25
6. Eight Mile Road | l | X | | 100 | | | 256,124.50
7. Dry Fork Road ] ! | X | [ 100 | | | 87,137.00
8 Sidewalk Repairs | X | | I } 100 | | | 47,437.00
9. Resurface Various Road | | | [ ] | | I
(First Contract) | | | X | | 100 | | ] 827,238.35
10. Rapid Run/Neeb Road i | [ ] | i | I
Intersection Improvement | P X1 | [ 70 | | 30| 405,810.00
11. Harrison Road Pierwall | i I X | | 100 | ! ] 71,107.50
12. Ebenezer Road | | | X | | 100 | | I 68,629.50
13. Winton Rd. Bridge FPK-0844| I | X | | 100 | I | 77,800.00
14, Winton Road Bridge B-0673 | I I X | | 100 | [ | 290,230.00
15. Banning Road [ ] [ X | | 100 | | i 74,215.00
16. Dick Road ] i I | X | 100 | I | 75,170.00
17. Springdale Road | ] X | | | 23 | | 77 | 782,828.72
18. Reed Hartman Highway | [ | X | | 30 | ] 70 | 445,026.85
19. Foley Road | f | X | | 35 | | 65 | 865,159.88
20. Resurfacing Various Roads | | | | | ! | I
{second Contract) | | I X | | 100 | I 11,094,523.80
21. Cleves-Warsaw Road [ | | X 1 | 100 | [ [ 390,000.00
22, Resurfacing Various Roads | | | ] | | | !
(Third Contract) | | I X | I 100 | | 11,210,000.00
23. Guardrail Program [ f I | X | 100 | I | 300,000.00
24. Culvert Program | | | [ X | 100 | ] | 250,000.00
25. Pavement Markers | I [ | X ] 100 | ! | 161,000.00
26. Sidewalk Contract | X | | | | 100 | I I 9,000,00

TOTAL = $ 8,781,180.85



THO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPCRT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

roject Type:

p - Repair

X ~ Expansion

e — Replacement

w — New Construction or Relocation

Funding Source:

L - Local
F - Federal
S - State

Project Description | Project | Funding Source | Appropriatec
| and 3% or
Re| Nw| L Expended
l. | |
989 Capital Improvements: | : ] ] |
{ | f |
1. Snider Road Box Culvert | | X1 1 100 1 155,216.74
2. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 | | | | 100 | 280,771.1¢C
3. Fields Ertel Box Culvert | | X | 1 100 | 52,539.0C
4. Curb Ramps Contract No. 1 | | I ! |
Colerain/springfield Twps. | | X1 X ] 100 1 30,000.0C
5. Curb Ramps Contract No. 2 | | ! | |
Delhi/Green Twps. | | X1 X | 100 1 29,018.0¢
6. Curb Ramps Contract No. 3 | ] ] | |
Anderson/Columbia Twps. | I X1 X1 100 | 10,361.0¢
7. Sheits Rd. Slide Correction]| | ] | |
with Pier Wall | ! ! | 100 | 421,655.5¢C
8. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | | ] [ 100 | 710,610.4¢
9. Eight Mile and Ayers Rds. | I | | |
Hump Removals | | ! ] 100 | 180,996.8°¢
0. 1989 Bridge Painting Contr.| ! ! | 100 | 89,924.0C
1. Lawrenceburg Rd4. Bridge ! I ! | |
Demolition ] i | ! 100 | 74,800.0C
2. Loveland-Madeira Rd. Widen.| l } ] 100 | 21,636.0C
3. Waycross Rd. & Civic Center| ] | | |
Drive Improvements | | [ X | 100 | 416,203.6¢
4. Hosbrook Rd. Resurfacing & | I | [ I
Galbraith Rd. at Montgomeryl | ! ! I
Widening & Resurfacing I | | | 100 | 64,025.6(
5. Five Mile Rd. Widening & ! i | ! I
Resurfacing | i | | 100 | 329,094.6¢
6. Resurfacing Contract No. 3 | | | | 100 | 108,878.6(
7. Union Cemetery Rd. Curve | ] | | ;
Modification & Mason Rd. | ] l I !
Widening I | | | 100 | 105,814.0¢
3. 1989 Guardrail Contract | ! I X | 100 | 242,803.0¢
. Devil's Backbone Rd4. & | | | | !
Cleves-Warsaw Rd. | | | I |
Intersection Improvement ] ] | X | 100 | 169,265.5¢
). 0l1d Colerain Bridge B-0404 | | | | 10 1 1,324,655.0(
1. Westwood Northern Rd. | | | ] ]
Improvement | | | | 10 | 1,044,451.0¢
2. Foley R&. Improvement | | | 1 10 | 594,747.0¢(
TOTAL 1989 $6,457,437.0¢



L THWO—TYEAR MAINITENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

project Type: Funding Source:
Rp - Repair L - Local

5X - Expansion F - Federal

e - Replacement S - State

iw — New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatec
i and % I or
Rpl Ex|! Re| Nw| L F | 5 | Expended
X | | I 1
988 Capital Improvements: ] ! | | ! | | |
| I [ | ! | ! !
1. Daly Road Improvements | X1 I | | 100 | | |1$ 587,777.77
2. North Bend Rd. Lane | I | | [ ] | |
Addition at Cheviot Rd. | | X | | | 100 | { | 70,610.25
3. Rapid Run Road, Section 1 | I I X | | 100 | ] | 413,811.40
4. Berkshire Road Bridge | | | | | I | |
(B~0022) | 1 P X | | 100 | [ | 379,256.85
5. Betts Ave. Improvement ] X1 ! | 1 100 1 | | 368,092.07
6. Race Road-Bridgetown I | [ I | | I
Intersection Improvement X1 X | | X | 100 | I | 149,090.50
7. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 | X | I | t 100 | i I 250,181.52
8. EBast Miami River Road Slide| | | i i | i |
Correction with Pier Wall | X | | ] | 100 | [ i 317,204.5¢C
9. Resurfacing Contract No., 2 | X | i | | 100 | | ! 103,879.84
0. West Road Improvements | X | X1 X | | 100 1 [ | 525,921.4¢6
1. Wesselman Road Bridge i | | 1 I | ! !
(B-0310) I I | x| | 100 | ! 1 100,894.0C
2. Rapid Run R4., Section 2 ] | | X | | 100 | ! | 706,547.44
Montgomery Rd.-Hosbrook RA4.| ] ! { ! | | !
Intersection Improvements | X1 % | | | 100 | | I 381,822.8¢C
4., Harrison Rd. Bridge over ! | [ I | | | |
Great Miami River (B~0754) | | | X 1 | 100 | | | 2,297,141.2¢C
5. East Miami River R4. Slide | | [ | ] I I |
Correction I X1 [ I | 100 | | | 157,267.0C
6. Hopper R4. at Eight Mile | | I | | | ] |
Rd. Culvert Replacement I ! I X | | 100 | | I 54,470.0C
7. New Haven Rd. Bridge | ] [ ] | I i |
Replacement (B-0632) | | X | X | I 25 | 75 | | 248,605.8¢C
8. Cheviot-Blue Rock HES ] | ! | ! I I |
Project Safety Upgrade I | X | | ] 25} 75 | [ 69,200.0¢C

TOTAL 1988 $7,181,724.40



(mmty of Hamilton

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202
GENERAL INFORMATION (513) 632-8523

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on
current unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon
completion of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable
proposal and bid by a qualified Contractor.

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE:

As required- by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio aAdministrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Rgund Bottom Road Bridge B-0294
will have a useful 1ife of at least 50 years,

ALD C.' sC M, .E.-P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER
f)(/ - Y 1\
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STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

PROJECT = ROUND BOTTOM BRIDGE B-0294

This is to certify that the sum of § 23,375.52 will be
available as the local matching funds in connection with Hamilton
County's application requesting, through the District 2
Integrating Committee, financial assistance for the above named
project.

The source of the local match will be Hamilton County's road
and bridge funds derived from State of Ohio fuel tax and license
tag fees.

Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission,

HAMILTON COUNTY

Chief Executive Qfficers

P.E.-P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

Chief Financial Officer: mw\,\ M

MRCHAEL U. MAL ¥
HAMILTON COUNT DITOR

>N



SUPPORTING INFORMATION

TEMPORARY JOBS:
This project will result in temporary employment due to
construction work. Approximately ten (10) to fifteen (15)

short-term construction Jobs will be created as a result of
this project.

FULL-TIME JOBS:

We are not able to forsee any new, full-time employment as a
result of this project.
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RESOLUTION APPOINTING DONALD C. SCHRAMM, HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER,
AS CEIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER FOR HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO; A POLITICAL
SUBDIVISION OF DISTRICT £2 AS CREATED UNDER SECTION 164.03 O.R.C.

BY TEE BOARD:

WHEREAS, HB 704 enacted legislation to establish 19 District Integrat
ing Committees throughout the State of Ohio and Hamilton County comprise
District #2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a Resdlution June l, 1988, Vol. 230
Image 1347, appointing Donald C. Schramm Chairman of said District #2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a resolution On Cctober 18, 1989, vol
236, Image 623, appointing Donald €. Schramm, Bamilton County Engineer, t.
the position of Chief Executive Officer of District #2 Integrating Commit-
tee in accordance with HB 704; and

WHEREAS, this should have read to the position of Chief Executive
Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners o:
Hamilton County, Ohio that Donald C. Schramm, Hamilton County Engineer, bs
appointed -to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Politica:
Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio of District &2 division of the state,
the term to be concurrent with the Resolution as Previously adopted@ on June
l, 1i%88. -~

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners oz
Hamilton County, State of Ohio, this 8th day of November ; 1889.

Ms. Beckwith AYE Mr. DeCourcy AYE Mr. Taft, avEe

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that .the foregoing is a true ana correct
transcript of a Resolution adopted by this Board of County Commissioners in
session this 8th day of November s 1989,

I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
the Office of County cCommissioners of Hamilton County,
R November ; 1889,

2

Angelaéﬁétzel, Cler
Board of County Commissioners
Hamilton County, Ohio




ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For 1991, jurisdictions shall complete the State application form for Issue
2, Small Government, or Local Transportation Improvement Program (LTIP)
funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee requests the
following information to determine which projects are funded. Do ROT
request a specific type of funding desired, as this is decided by the
District Integrating Committee.

1. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar to
the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classified
as being in poor condition, adequacy and/or serviceability?

Typical examples are:

Road percentage = Miles of road that are in poor condition
Total miles of road within jurisdiction

I

Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition
Total miles of storm sewers within jurisdiction

Storm percentage

Bridge percentage = Number of bridges that are in poor condition
Number of bridges within jurisdiction

40 bridges + 468 bridges = 8.5%

2. What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced,
repaired, or expanded? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

Closed PBoor X

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and
width; number of lanes; structural condition; substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage
structures, or inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
eXpanded.

Current bridge condition = 2, Sufficiency rating = 16.5 S.D.

Built in 1918 - restricted to 4 wheel vehicles only — no trucks.

SFN 3133001

Page 1



If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months) after
completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids occur?

1l month

Please indicate the current status of the project development by
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Consultant been selected? .....ceeeeeeen. No N/A
b) Preliminary development or engineering completed? No N/A
c) Detailed construction plans completed? .......... (3%%} No N/A
d) All Right-of-Way acquired? ....... et Yes N/A
e} Utility coordination completed? ......cocoevesen. .. Yes No N/2

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed.

Right-of-Way acgquisition - 4 months.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area? (Typical examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire ©protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.)

1
Proposed infrastructure will replace a strucdurally deficient bridge

which is restricted to 4 wheel vehicles only - no trucks.

For any project involving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide a
MINTMUM OF 10% of the anticipated construction cost. Additionally, the
local Jjurisdiction must pay 100% of the costs of preliminary
engineering, inspection of construction, and Right~of-Way acquisition.
If a project is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small Government, the
costs of any betterment/expansion are 100% local. Local matching funds
must either be currently on deposit with the jurisdiction, or certified
as having been approved or encumbered by an outside agency (MRF, CDBG,
etc.). Proposed funding must be shown on the Project Application under
Section 3.2, "Project Financial Resources",. For a project involving
LOANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS, 100% of construction costs are eligible
for funding, with no local match required.

What matching funds are to be used for this project? (i.e. Federal,
State, MRF, Local, etc.)

Hamilton County Funds

To what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs?

Ten (10) percent of construction costs.

Page 2



Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or expansion of

use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
of new building permits,) THE BAN HUST HAVE AN ENRGINEERING

JUSTIFICATION TO BE CONSIDERED VALID.
COMPLETE BAN PARTIAL BAN X NC BAN

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? YES X NO

Document with specific information explaining what type of ban
currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban.

Resolution limiting "Existing Structure to 4 Wheel Vehicles Only - No

Trucks" was approved by Board of County Commissioners on February 28,

1990.

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit, daily
users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

Current ADT: 2,670 2,670 X 1.2 = 3,204 users

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must
be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is
partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to restriction.
For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by
four (4) to determine the approximate number of users per day.

The Ohio Public Works Commission requires that all Jjurisdictions
applying for project funding develop a five year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The Plan is to
include an inventory and condition survey of existing capital
improvements, and a list detailing a schedule for capital improvements
and/or maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Year Issue 2
Capital Improvement Plans are required,

Copies of theses Plans are to be submitted to the bistrict Integrating
Committee at the same time the Project Application is submitted.

Is the infrastructure to be an improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? (Consider the number of jurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip lengths, functional classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Project has regional impact, serving eastern Hamilton County and

western Clermont County (Milford Area).
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OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2)
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (LTIP)
DISTRICT 2 - #AHILTDN COUNTY
1991 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA fE;j?

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: HAMILTON CounTYy EN GINEER,

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

ROUND BoTTom ROAD Bringe B 0294

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

10

M

1)

2)

3)

NOTE:

Type of project

10 Points - Bridge, road, stormwater
5 Points - All other projects

If Issue 2/LTIP funds are granted, how soon after the
Project Agreement is completed would a construction contract
be awarded? (Even though the jurisdictions will be asked
this question, the Support staff will assign points based on
engineering experience.)

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded in 1991
5 Polnts - Some doubt whether it can be awarded in 1991
0 Points - No way it can be awarded in 1991

What dis the condition of the infrastructure teo be replaced
or repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating. : .

15 Points =~ Poor condition
10 Points - Fair to Poor condition
5 Points -~ Falr condition

If infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it

will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a
betterment project that will improve serviceability.
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1)

5)

6)

7)

8)

If the project 1is built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

Points
Points -
Polints
Points -

Point -~ Will have little or no effect on serviceability

Will significantly effect serviceability
Will moderately effect serviceability

=R Wk Wy

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadequate in service?

10 pPoints - 50% and over
8 Points - 40% to 49%

@ Points - 30% to 39%

4 Points - 20% to 29%

2 Points -~ 10% to 19%

0 Points -~ Less than 10%

How d1mportant 1s the project to the health, welfare, and
safety of the public and the citizens of the District and/or
the service area?

10 Points - Significant importance
8 Points -

6 Polnts - Moderate importance

4 Peoints -~

2 Points -~ Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points - Poor

8 Points -

6 Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Polnts - Excellent

What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, Federal, ODOT, MRF, etec. or a
combination of funds.

Points -~ More than 50%
Points -~ 40% to 49.9%
Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points - 20% to 29.9%
Point - 10% to 15.9%

H oW

MINIMUM 10% MATCHING FUNDS REOUIRED




S 9) Has any formal action by a Federal, State, or loca
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban o
the usage ,or expansion of the usage for the invelver
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits o:
structures and moratoriums on buillding permits in :
particular area due to 1local flooding downstream. Point:
can be awarded ONLY if construction of the project beinc
rated will cause the ban to be removed.

10 Points - Complete ban
5 Points - Partial ban
0 Points - No ban

éL 10) what i1s the total number of eXisting daily users that wil:
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriate
criteria includes traffic counts & households served, wher
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but onl:
when certifiable ridership figures are Provided.

10 Points - 10,000 and Over

8 Points - 7,500 to 9,999
6 Points - 5,000 to 7,499
4 Points - 2,500 to 4,859
2 Points - 2,499 and Under
A 11) Does . the infrastructure have regional impact? Conside:
originations & destinations of traffic, size of service
area, number of jurisdictions served, functicnal

classification, etec.

5 Points - Major impact

4 Points -

3 Points - Moderate impact

2 Points - :

1 Point - Minimal or no impact

TOTAL AVAILABLE = 100 POINTS



